
Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.istor.org/participate-istor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



COMMITTEE H, DESIRABILITY AND PRACTI- 
CABILITY OF INCREASED MIGRATION AND 
INTERCHANGE OF GRADUATE STUDENTS 

At the close of the preKminary report submitted by Committee H, 
on increased migration and interchange of graduate students, at the 
last annual meeting, four questions were raised for consideration by 
members of the Association. In order to obtain an expression of 
opinion from Local Branches these were formulated as indicated on 
the program of the present meeting, as follows: 

1. Is there a tendency for too liberal acceptance of Bachelor's 
degree on the part of graduate schools to the detriment of the 
Ph.D. degree? 

2. Should a closer contact be established between graduate 
students and advanced undergraduates, at least with seniors, as 
a general university poUcy, aside from the limited contact in 
department? 

3. Should the leading universities come to an informal agree- 
ment in regard to the scholarly work which may be done with 
distinction at particular institutions for the purpose of properly 
supporting these fields, directing graduate students in these 
fields to the institutions where they may find the best oppor- 
tunities for their work, and for the purpose of avoiding costly 
and unnecessary expansion? 

4. Traveling fellowships vs, resident fellowships. 

These were circulated to the Branches by the Secretary of the Associa- 
tion in advance of this meeting. It has not been possible to arrange 
for a meeting of the Conmiittee for the discussion of the answers 
which have been received. Very few Branches have responded. The 
Chairman referred to these topics last year.* In opening the dis- 
cussion the following observations may be of interest: 

1. Liberal acceptance of Bachelors^ degrees on the part of graduate 
students as a rule does not appear detrimental to the standard of the 
Ph.D. degree but does seem to affect to a certain extent the standard 
of the Master^s degree. The reason for this is that our graduate 
schools in general confer the Ph.D. degree on the basis of a well- 
defined standard of scholarly attainment and demonstrated abiUty 
for research or other constructive scholarship and not on mere formal 
completion of residence and course requirements. A student whose 
Bachelor's degree has not fitted him for the graduate work leading to 
* See the October, 1921, Bulletin, pages 19 and 20. 
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the Doctor's degree, therefore, finds that he has to complete his prep- 
aration before being able to proceed. In the case of Masters' degrees, 
however, some institutions accepting Bachelors' degrees somewhat 
indiscriminately also confer the Masters' degrees somewhat indis- 
criminately on the basis of a fairly fixed residence of one year and the 
completion of a number of credits without insisting that the major 
shall represent a definite degree of attainment. 

2. The chief aim of closer contact between advanced undergradu- 
ates, at least seniors, with graduate students is to develop in the upper 
classmen as early as possible an appreciation of scholarly ideals. 
Without such contact and with the generally prevailing requirements 
for the Master's degree many graduate students, in habit of thought, 
method of work, and general university interest, are merely con- 
tinuation-undergraduates. So far, the desired contact, where it exists, 
has been departmental. Departmental contact is, of course, the first 
to be developed. In some departments, particularly those where 
advanced undergraduates, graduates, and faculty have frequent inter- 
course in laboratories and seminar rooms, close companionship pre- 
vails as a rule, but not in others. The question is whether this de- 
partmental contact cannot be made universal throughout the institu- 
tion by creating more interest on the part of the students in the 
scholarly work of the university at large. Both sorts of contact, 
departmental as well as general, seem eminently desirable. If it 
can be reaUzed fewer graduate students will take up their work with 
the limited attitude of continuation-undergraduates. 

3. The recognition of centers of achievement or schools should not 
be by formal action but by the development of cooperative spirit 
among the representatives of the various fields. It is claimed by 
some that universities are reluctant to admit that they cannot offer a 
student what he seeks or that he will find better opportunities in his 
chosen field in another institution. If such an attitude exists to any 
extent we should try to overcome it. A professor owes this to the 
student as well as to his own institution, which should not retain 
students under false pretenses. The main point, however, is that cer- 
tain fields of learning can be thoroughly well taken care of by a very 
limited number of institutions with estabhshed faciUties in equipment 
and stafif. 

4. The brief statement of the fourth topic, "Traveling fellowships 
vs. resident fellowships," is undoubtedly misleading. It was not 
intended to insist on either to the exclusion of the other. The fact is, 
however, that resident fellowships may develop undesirable competi- 
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tion, while traveling fellowships would always lead the student to the 
institution in which he can find the best advantages for his particular 
graduate work. It seems desirable, therefore, that relatively more 
emphasis be placed on traveling fellowships than on resident fellow- 
ships. A resident fellowship has its greatest value, it would seem, in 
enabling a promising student to continue his work, while without the 
fellowship his future service may be lost. In some fields, such as the 
study of history and foreign languages, traveling fellowships seem to 
be almost indispensable. Very few are available. The fellowships 
founded for international study since the war by various educational 
foundations represent one of the most important contributions to 
higher education, particularly as appointments are made with the 
greatest care and the preference is given to young men and women of 
high promise who have committed themselves to a learned profession. 

It may be of interest to report briefly in conclusion on the answers 
received from the various Branches to the four questions submitted 
to them. 

One: All Branches seem to be agreed that a tendency does exist 
for too liberal acceptance of Bachelors' degrees to the detriment of the 
standard of higher degrees. 

Two: All Branches agree on the desirabiUty of promoting close 
contact between undergraduate and graduate students, although 
some feel that it is possible only on the departmental basis. One 
member reports it impracticable because such contact would conflict 
with the class interests of undergraduates. It is exactly these 
interests that we should endeavor to overcome. 

Three: All Branches have expressed themselves in favor of more 
definite recognition of the scholarly work in progress at particular 
institutions as set forth in this question but many doubt its practi- 
cabiHty. One member suggests the preparation of a list based upon 
past performance. Another feels that the proposed poUcy would 
throttle legitimate development in our institutions. 

Four: The majority of Branches have expressed themselves in 
favor of both resident and traveHng fellowships. 

It is interesting to report that the Committee will have the coopera- 
tion of the American University Union in Europe in the preparation 
of such statistics on international migration as it may determine to 
undertake. 

For the Committee, 

A. 0. Leuschnek, 

Chairman. 
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